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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-30 have been considered. 

Papers Submitted 

2. It is hereby acknowledged that the following papers have been received and placed of 
record in the file: Specification, Abstract, Drawings, and Claims as received on 31 July 2003 
and Oath and Declaration as received on 18 November 2003. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 5 and 24 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to 
cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or 
rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Taking claim 1 as exemplary, the independent claims 
state "a control circuit coupled to the branch prediction unit, wherein the control circuit is to 
abort the fetched instruction at a pre-decoding stage if the branch is predicted to be taken" and, 
taking claim 5 as exemplary, claims 5 and 24 state "wherein the branch prediction unit is to 
transmit a branch taken signal to the control circuit if the branch is predicted to be taken." If the 
control circuit aborts the fetched instruction if the branch is predicted taken, then the control 
circuit must receive a transmitted branch predicted taken signal from the branch prediction unit. 
That is the only way for the control circuit to make the determination recited in claims 1 and 16. 

4. Claim 26 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. Claim 16 recites "a next sequential instruction" and claim 26 
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recites "wherein the next instruction is a next sequential instruction." This limitation has already 
been stated in the independent claim. 

5. Claim 7 is objected to because of the following informalities: Please correct ". . .the 
instruction" to read —the fetched instruction- to maintain consistency and clearly state which 
instruction, i.e. the branch instruction or fetched instruction, is being referred to. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 6 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. They recite "wherein the power control circuit" when a power control 
circuit has not been previously established. 

8. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. It recites "the next sequential instruction" when a next sequential instruction has not 
been established just "a next instruction". 

9. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. It recites "the next instruction" when a next sequential instruction has not been 
established just "a next sequential instruction". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

1 1 . Claims 1, 4-5, 7-8, 10-14, 16-20, 23-24, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being taught by Schroter, U.S. Patent Number 6,338,133 (herein referred to as Schroter). 

12. Referring to claim 1, Schroter has taught apparatus comprising: 

a. A branch prediction unit to predict whether a branch is to be taken (Schroter 
column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); 

b. An instruction fetch unit to fetch an instruction (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; 
column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); and 

c. A control circuit coupled to the branch prediction unit, wherein the control circuit 
is to abort the fetched instruction at a pre-decoding stage if the branch is predicted 
to be taken (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and 
Figure 2). 

13. Referring to claim 4, Schroter has taught wherein the instruction fetch unit is to fetch a 
branch target if the branch prediction unit determines that the branch is predicted to be taken 
(Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

14. Referring to claim 5, Schroter has taught wherein the branch prediction unit is to transmit 
a branch taken signal to the control circuit if the branch is predicted to be taken (Schroter column 
1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 
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15. Referring to claim 7, Schroter has taught wherein the instruction is instruction, a next 
sequential (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

16. Referring to claim 8, Schroter has taught a method comprising: 

a. Predicting whether a branch is to be taken (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; 
column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); 

b. Fetching a next instruction (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1- 
44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); 

c. Terminating a process associated with the next sequential instruction if the branch 
is predicted to be taken (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; 
Figure 1 ; and Figure 2). 

17. Referring to claim 10, Schroter has taught redirecting an instruction fetch unit to the 
predicted branch if the branch is predicted to be taken (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, 
lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

1 8. Referring to claim 1 1 , Schroter has taught fetching a branch target by the instruction 
fetch unit if the branch is predicted to be taken (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 
1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

19. Referring to claim 12, Schroter has taught transmitting a branch taken signal to a control 
circuit if the branch is predicted to be taken (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 11- 
44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

20. Referring to claim 13, Schroter has taught terminating power for processes associated 
with the next sequential instruction if the branch signal is received (Schroter column 1, lines 26- 
53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1 ; and Figure 2). 
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21. Referring to claim 14, Schroter has taught an apparatus comprising: 

a. Means for predicting whether a branch is to be taken (Schroter column 1 , lines 
26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); 

b. Means for fetching a next sequential instruction (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; 
column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); and 

c. Means coupled to the branch prediction unit for aborting the next sequential 
instruction if the branch is predicted to be taken (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; 
column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

22. Referring to claim 16, Schroter has taught a system comprising: 

a. A bus (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and 
Figure 2); 

b. An external memory coupled to the bus (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 
4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); and 

c. A processor coupled to the bus (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 
1 1-44; Figure 1 ; and Figure 2), the processor including: 

i. A branch prediction unit to predict whether a branch is to be taken 
(Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and 
Figure 2); 

ii. A instruction fetch unit to fetch a next sequential instruction (Schroter 
column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1 ; and Figure 2); and 

iii. A control circuit coupled to the branch prediction unit, the control circuit 
to abort the next sequential instruction if the branch is predicted to be 
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taken (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; 
and Figure 2). 

23. Referring to claims 1 7 and 1 8, Schroter has taught wherein the bus is a PCI bus or an ISA 
bus (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). In regards 
to Schroter, Schroter has taught there are busses present, which includes PCI and ISA busses. 

24. Referring to claims 19 and 20, Schroter has taught wherein the external memory is a 
SRAM or a DRAM (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 
2). In regards to Schroter, Schroter has taught that the external memory is a random access 
memory, which includes both SRAM and DRAM. 

25. Referring to claim 23, Schroter has taught wherein the instruction fetch unit is to fetch a 
branch target if the branch prediction unit determines that the branch is predicted to be taken 
(Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

26. Referring to claim 24, Schroter has taught wherein the branch prediction unit is to 
transmit a branch taken signal to the control circuit if the branch is predicted to be taken 
(Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

27. Referring to claim 26, Schroter has taught wherein the next instruction is a next 
sequential instruction (Schroter column 1, lines 26-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and 
Figure 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

28. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

29. Claims 2-3, 6, 9, 15, 21-22, 25, 27, and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Schroter, U.S. Patent Number 6,338,133 (herein referred to as Schroter) 
in view of Thusoo et al., U.S. Patent Number 5,809,272 (herein referred to as Thusoo). 

30. Referring to claims 2, 3, 6, 9, 15, 21, 22, and 25, Schroter has taught 

a. An instruction decoder, wherein the control circuit is to block data associated with 
the instruction from entering the instruction decoder (Applicant's claims 2 and 
21) (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 
2). 

b. An instruction decoder, wherein the control circuit is to block processing of data 
associated with the instruction by the instruction decoder (Applicant's claims 3 
and 22) (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and 
Figure 2). 

c. Wherein the power control circuit is to prevent an output of a cache array to be 
input to an instruction decoder in response to the branch taken signal (Applicant's 
claims 6 and 25) (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; 
and Figure 2). 

d. Blocking data associated with the next sequential instruction from entering an 
instruction length decoder if the branch is predicted to be taken (Applicant's claim 
9) (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 
2). 
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e. Means for preventing information associated with the next sequential instruction 
from being sent to an instruction decoder if the branch is predicted to be taken 
(Applicant's claim 15) (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; 
Figure 1; and Figure 2). 
3 1 . Schroter has not taught an instruction length decoder. However^ Schroter has taught a 
superscalar system capable of executing instructions in general (Schroter column 1, lines 16-26). 
Thusoo has explicitly taught a superscalar device that executes CISC, i.e. variable length, 
instructions and the instruction length decoders to decode CISC instructions (Thusoo column 1, 
line 44 to column 2, line 13; column 4, line 49 to column 5, line 4; and Figure 2). In regards to 
Schroter in view of Thusoo, Schroter has taught that pre-fetched instructions, e.g. instructions 
that have been fetched to the sequential queue but not yet decoded, sequentially following a 
branch instruction are halted, e.g. aborted and blocked from continued execution, when the 
branch is predicted taken and Thusoo has taught that length decoding is done in the decoding 
stage, so the data associated with the aborted instruction is blocked from ever reaching the 
decoder. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
recognized that the instruction length decoder allows for a higher compatibility in the device, 
since a variable instruction set can now be run on the device, and, as taught by Thusoo, the 
variable length instruction decoders reduce delay for decoding variable length instructions and 
reduce complexity and cost (Thusoo column 2, lines 5-13 and column 4, line 49 to column 5, line 
4). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the instruction length decoders of Thusoo in the device of 
Schroter to increase program instruction compatibility and reduce delay, complexity, and cost. 
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32. Referring to claim 27, Schroter has taught apparatus comprising: 

a. An instruction pointer to fetch a next sequential instruction for processing 
(Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); 

b. An instruction cache array coupled to the instruction pointer to output information 
associated with the next sequential instruction (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; 
column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); 

c. A latch coupled between the output of the instruction cache array and a 
instruction decoder (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; 
column 5, lines 50-61 ; Figure 1 ; and Figure 2). In regards to Schroter, a register 
is a latch. Please see Heuring and Jordan's Computer Systems Design and 
Architecture ©1997 pages 151. 

d. A circuit to open the latch if a branch taken signal is received, wherein the branch 
taken signal indicates that a branch has been predicted to be taken (Schroter 
column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

33. Schroter has not taught an instruction length decoder. However, Schroter has taught a 
superscalar system capable of executing instructions in general (Schroter column 1, lines 16-26). 
Thusoo has explicitly taught a superscalar device that executes CISC, i.e. variable length, 
instructions and the instruction length decoders to decode CISC instructions (Thusoo column 1, 
line 44 to column 2, line 13; column 4, line 49 to column 5, line 4; and Figure 2). In regards to 
Schroter in view of Thusoo, Schroter has taught that pre-fetched instructions, e.g. instructions 
that have been fetched to the sequential queue but not yet decoded, sequentially following a 
branch instruction are halted, e.g. aborted and blocked from continued execution, when the 
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branch is predicted taken and Thusoo has taught that length decoding is done in the decoding 
stage, so the data associated with the aborted instruction is blocked from ever reaching the 
decoder. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
recognized that the instruction length decoder allows for a higher compatibility in the device, 
since a variable instruction set can now be run on the device, and, as taught by Thusoo, the 
variable length instruction decoders reduce delay for decoding variable length instructions and 
reduce complexity and cost (Thusoo column 2, lines 5-13 and column 4, line 49 to column 5, line 
4). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the instruction length decoders of Thusoo in the device of 
Schroter to increase program instruction compatibility and reduce delay, complexity, and cost. 
34. Referring to claim 29, Schroter has taught an apparatus comprising: 

a. An instruction pointer to fetch a next sequential instruction for processing 
(Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); 

b. A branch prediction unit to determine that a branch is to be taken and generate a 
branch taken signal (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; 
Figure 1; and Figure 2); 

c. A cache logic array coupled to the instruction pointer to receive data associated 
with the next sequential instruction and to receive the branch taken signal 
(Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2); 

d. An instruction decoder coupled to the cache logic array, wherein responsive to the 
received branch taken signal, the cache logic array is to abort further processing 
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of the data associated with the next sequential instruction (Schroter column 1, 
lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; Figure 1; and Figure 2). 

35. Schroter has not taught an instruction length decoder. However, Schroter has taught a 
superscalar system capable of executing instructions in general (Schroter column 1, lines 16-26). 
Thusoo has explicitly taught a superscalar device that executes CISC, i.e. variable length, 
instructions and the instruction length decoders to decode CISC instructions (Thusoo column 1, 
line 44 to column 2, line 13; column 4, line 49 to column 5, line 4; and Figure 2). In regards to 
Schroter in view of Thusoo, Schroter has taught that pre-fetched instructions, e.g. instructions 
that have been fetched to the sequential queue but not yet decoded, sequentially following a 
branch instruction are halted, e.g. aborted and blocked from continued execution, when the 
branch is predicted taken and Thusoo has taught that length decoding is done in the decoding 
stage, so the data associated with the aborted instruction is blocked from ever reaching the 
decoder. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made would have 
recognized that the instruction length decoder allows for a higher compatibility in the device, 
since a variable instruction set can now be run on the device, and, as taught by Thusoo, the 
variable length instruction decoders reduce delay for decoding variable length instructions and 
reduce complexity and cost (Thusoo column 2, lines 5-13 and column 4, line 49 to column 5, line 
4). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the instruction length decoders of Thusoo in the device of 
Schroter to increase program instruction compatibility and reduce delay, complexity, and cost. 

36. Referring to claim 30, Schroter in view of Thusoo has taught circuitry to block the data 
associated with the next sequential instruction from entering the instruction length decoder 



Application/Control Number: 10/630,686 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2183 

(Thusoo column 1, line 44 to column 2, line 13; column 4, line 49 to column 5, line 4; and Figure 
2) if the branch taken signal is received (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 1 1-44; 
Figure 1 ; and Figure 2). 

37. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schroter, U.S. 
Patent Number 6,338,133 (herein referred to as Schroter) in view of Thusoo et al, U.S. Patent 
Number 5,809,272 (herein referred to as Thusoo) as applied to claim 27 above, and further in 
view of Heuring and Jordan's Computer Systems Design and Architecture ©1997 (herein 
referred to as Heuring). Schroter in view of Thusoo has taught to prevent the information 
associated with the next sequential instruction from being output to the instruction length 
decoder if the branch is predicted to be taken (Schroter column 1, lines 27-53; column 4, lines 
1 1-44; Figure 1 ; and Figure 2). Schroter in view of Thusoo has not taught an AND gate having a 
first input, second input and an output, wherein the first input is an inverted branch taken signal 
and the second input is an inverted clock and the output is used to open the latch. Heuring has 
taught AND gates controlling whether a latch is open or closed (Heuring pages 71-75). A person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, and as taught by Heuring, would 
have recognized that AND gates are an important part of supporting and controlling transmission 
and storage elements (Heuring page 71). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the AND gate of 
Heuring in the device of Schroter in view of Thusoo to properly control and support transmission 
and storage elements. 

Conclusion 



■j 
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38. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure as follows. Applicant is reminded that in amending in response to a rejection of 
claims, the patentable novelty must be clearly shown in view of the state of the art disclosed by 
the references cited and the objections made. Applicant must also show how the amendments 
avoid such references and objections. See 37 CFR § LI 1 1(c). 

a. Grochowski et al., U.S. Patent Number 5,442,756, has taught the length of an 
instruction is determined in a decoding stage and that a target address of a branch 
is fetched when the branch is predicted taken. 

b. Ishimi et al., U.S. Patent Number 5,708,803, has taught aborting processing when 
a branch instruction is predicted taken. 

c. Shinharoy et al., U.S. Patent Number 6,791,000, has taught halting processing of 
a sequential instruction after a branch when the branch is predicted taken. 

39. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aimee J. Li whose telephone number is (571) 272-4169. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-T 7:30am-5 :00pm. 

40. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eddie Chan can be reached on (571) 272-4162. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

41. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
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system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



AJL 

Aimee J. Li 
16 March 2006 



